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Fig. 1. Distribution of SBPH resistance scales of the 138 rice

accessions.
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(REHE 35.,06381) 3t 18 44y 7K 78 Fh I 3 17 HF 3R 1
RE. HR2AUEFY, FEED R K 5
HHE W PR EFERRABENEZR, BAHE
1 1..8~8. 3; B & 41 1 4% 5 48 [ A9 A% 8, S0 i A
B EEA.IR36 5, HHREEHELFERKER.

ZHANMERER BRAHREE IS
06381 Xt K KEE R HER MRS PR HE
9538 MMM EER BEAFKHEET S,
BRAMENE S SAA —ERENHERME, HX
4 AP B PR R HESK P 3 88 T B M B V20A A
9311, Xt Lk 4 90 5P 5 HER 3R
FHEAEANEAA HENHEXEREE (=
0.5052,P > 0. 05) , REAHFIRE I IEX 4 I
FOETEHRVLE. &858 RHT‘Kasélath F
Mudgo T 3% — 4, % 4 % 5K & B A9 HE IR M B3R
ASD7.IR36.,DV85, % F 23.Dular X K K#H\ A H
BOIRHEIR M X 8 AT R S AR
WA X R B (r=0.8351,P < 0.05) B /R HEIR M &
X 8RR B — M EE ST ARLE.

X2 BAMKBRVFABNACEAEFANHRYER N
Table 2 . Reaction of antixenosis to nymphs of SBPH in the seedlings of

the 18 rice varieties.

HEIR A AE

Antixenosis

&

Variety .
(No. of nymphs per plant)

EEE 35 Wuyyjing 3 8.3%0.28 a
06381 7.7£0,19 a

% ¥E 9538 Yangjing 9538 6.4£0.32 b
EE4H Yangmaogu 6.11£0.28b
i A #F Daorengiao 5.5+0. 35 be
BA#% 63 Minghui 63 5.1%£0.42 cd
BEAS Guiyigu 4,510, 42 cde
M 8 5 Zhaiyeqing 8 4,5%0. 25 cde
. V20A 4,310, 49 def
9311 4,310, 44 def
Dular 3.9%0. 38 efg
% FH 23 Milyang 23 3.5%0.51 fg
DVE85 3.410.39¢
JR36 3.2%0.35gh
ASD7 3.240,24 gh
Mudgo 2,40, 18 hi
Kasalath 2,240,181
Rathu Heenati(RHT) 1.8%0.221i

BEEBRMEFANEFHERRNERFKE 520 K B %FKF (Dun-
can FEHERE). TH.

Means followed by the same lowercase letters indicate no signifi-
cant difference at 5% level by the Duncan's test, The same as in the

tables below.
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* Fig. 2. Antixenosis to adults of SBPH for plants at the vegeta-

tive stage.
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Fig. 3. Number of eggs laid by SBPH on rice varieties.

SHAMNSBAEX R »=0.8891(P < 0.05),
RAPAEHRR LR 7 SRR —FEEFEILH .
HEHEBERXLE CHERMEMT A SRS XM
SIS R, LEY, RHT,Mudgo. Kasalath
1 IR36 XK CE\HF BRI HE R fndi b, &
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Table 3, Reaction of antibiosis to nymphs of SBPH in the seedlings of

the 18 rice varieties,

A PAEH 3
Variety Antibiosis score(AS) /%
06381 91.4+3,12 a
REE 35 Wuyujing 3 89.9+2.85a
#¥E 9538 Yangjing 9538 82.54+3.67b
B % 63 Minghui 63 81.7%t4.52 b
V20A 81.2+4. 86 be
DV85 79.5%5.13 be
9311 77.11+4.26 cd
BARA Guiyigu 74, 6+3.08 de
=& 8 & Zhaiyeqing 8 72.3+3.54 ¢f

#PH 23 Milyang 23 71.514.92 efg

ASD7 70, 515,53 efg
Dular 70.11%4. 37 efg
Kasalath 69.1+2. 42 g

FEFEAN Yangmaogu 68. 7+3.65 fgh
i A#F Daorengiao 68.1+3.53 fgh
1R36 67.7+2.42 fgh
Mudgo 67.1+£2.28 gh
Rathu Heenati(RHT) 64.3+2.39 h
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